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ALTERNATIVES

PRESCRIBED FIRE

Goal – Restore and maintain desired ecological condi-
tions and fuel loadings through use of prescribed fire,
wildland fire, and other treatment methods.

Management Common to All Alternatives

Under all alternatives, priority would be placed on fuels re-
duction in wildland urban interface areas. Treatments would
be prioritized based on comparing historical fire regimes
and current fire severity.

Management would focus on maintaining fire dependent
ecosystems and restoring those outside their natural balance
through mechanical, chemical, and prescribed fire treat-
ments.

Alternative A

Under continuation of current management, prescribed fire
would be considered across the planning area and analyzed
on a case-by-case basis in consideration of all other resource
values and management objectives.

Alternative B

Under this alternative, prescribed fire as well as mechani-
cal treatments would focus on conifer encroachment in the
non-forest habitat types, aspen restoration and as a post-
harvest treatment in timber harvest areas (see Vegetation
sections for Rangelands and Forest and Woodlands). There
would be limited opportunity under Alternative B to use
wildland fire to treat forest and non-forest habitat types for
resource benefits. However, if the use of prescribed burn-
ing is analyzed and is determined to be a tool to enhance
wilderness values, prescribed fire could be used to mimic
historical fire regimes and restore fire as a disturbance pro-
cess within WSAs.  Within WSAs, prescribed fire would

most likely be used to treat warm/dry forest habitat types
and reduce conifer encroachment.

Alternative C

Under this alternative, prescribed fire would be used to re-
store aspen, and as a post-harvest treatment in timber har-
vested areas (see Vegetation—Forest and Woodlands sec-
tion). Use of wildland fire use for resource benefits would
be emphasized under this alternative to meet resource ob-
jectives in the forest and non-forested habitat types.

Alternative D

This alternative is similar to Alternative B, except there
would be no opportunity to use wildland fire to treat forest
and non-forest habitat types for resource benefits.

FIRE REHABILITATION

Goal – Use rehabilitation to mitigate the adverse effects
of fire on the soil, vegetation, and water resources in a
cost effective manner.

Management Common to All Alternatives

Under all alternatives, BLM would use the BLM’s Emer-
gency Fire Rehabilitation Handbook (H-1742-1) which out-
lines the process for implementing emergency fire rehabili-
tation projects following wildland fires and wildland fire
use. Emergency fire rehabilitation funds may be used to:

• Protect life, property, and soil, water, and vegetation
resources.

• Prevent unacceptable onsite or offsite damage.
• Facilitate meeting land use plan objectives and other

Federal laws.
• Reduce the invasion and establishment of undesirable

or invasive vegetation species.

Alternative A

Emergency fire rehabilitation activities would be imple-
mented on a case-by-case basis. A separate environmental
analysis would be completed for each emergency fire reha-
bilitation project.

Alternative B

Emergency fire rehabilitation activities would be imple-
mented after wildland fire. Emergency fire rehabilitation
funds may be available for rehabilitation after wildland fire
use, depending on the situation. Direction provided in Ap-
pendix J would be used to implement emergency fire reha-

Table 10 
Summary Comparison of BLM Acres in each 

Fire Category by Alternative 

Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D 

Category A N/A 37,573 37,573 93,152 

Category B N/A 72,867 26,728 581,383 

Category C N/A 776,925 70,296 226,669 

Category D N/A 13,665 766,433 0 
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